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Claims 1-19 are pending in this application. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this OfiFice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Jackson et al. (U.S. #5,098,859) in view of Nirschl et al. (DE 41 29 
647 Al). 

The grounds of rejection as discussed in the OfiFice Action mailed 3/5/98 (paper no. 7) are 
maintained. 

Claims 5, 6, 8, 15, 16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jackson and Nirschl and further in view of Ishihara (kokai 59-66166). 

The grounds of rejection as discussed in the Office Action mailed 3/5/98 (paper no. 7) are 
maintained. 

Response to Remarks 
Applicant has overcome the 1 12(2) rejection through amendment. 
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Applicant's remarks drawn to the prior art rejections have been considered, but are not 



found to be persuasive. 




Applicant argues that there is no motivation to combine the references and there is no 
indication that such a combination would result in the Applicant's claimed invention. The 
examiner disagrees. Applicant's claim 1, for example requires three elements: (1) a IH-V 
compound semiconductor body, (2) a non-single crystal semiconductor layer comprising In, and 
(3) a film including at least a metal nitride film. Turning to the cited prior art, Jackson discloses 
an improved contact to a III-V compound semiconductor body (GaAs). This improvement 
includes a non-single crystal semiconductor layer comprising In formed atop the III-V compound 
semiconductor body. Jackson completes this structure by forming a layer of metal atop the non- 
single crystal semiconductor layer comprising In. With respect to the metal layer, Jackson 
observes that "the metal is not critical and any metal will make a good contact."(col. 6, lines 7-10) 
Thus, Jackson's structure differs with respect to claim 1 only with respect to the upper metal 
layer, which Jackson teaches may be any metal at all. Moving on to the secondary reference, 
Nirschl teaches an improvement to a metal contact to a III-V semiconductor layer. This 
improvement includes a first metal layer (2) formed atop a HI- V body, followed by a metal nitride 
layer (5) followed by an adhesion promoting layer (6) followed by a final metal layer (4). The 
examiner maintains that one skilled in the art when taking these two teachings collectively would 
have been motivated to form Jackson's upper metal layer in the manner taught by Nirschl because 
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Nirschl's upper metal layer is disclosed as an improved metal contact to a III-V body, the very 
function of Jackson's upper metal layer. 

Finally, with respect to the Ishihara reference, the examiner has relied on the reference 
only for teaching the use of Ti as an adhesion layer in a multi-layer contact structure. Applicant 
argues that there is no motivation to combine the teachings of Ishihara with the other references 
used. The examiner maintains that Nirschl's description of a layer solely in terms of its adhesive 
property together with Ishihara' s successful use of titanium as an adhesive layer in a multi-layer 
structure provides sufficient motivation to one skilled in the art to use titanium and the adhesive 
layer in the collectively taught structure. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expke THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expu-e on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SEX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this conununication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Nathan Kelley whose telephone number is (703) 305-3789. The fax phone 
number for this Group is (703) 308-7722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 



N. Kelley 
August 17, 1998 




OlikCfiaudhuff 



